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The.evaluation design is a one-year plan of evaluation work for this project.
It provides a brief project and evaluation summary, the major decision and

evaluation questiodns to be addressed, other information needs, dissemination

plans, and 1nformation sources to be used. )

The major foci of che Titlé I evaluation component for 1981-82 Will be
effectiveness of : - /,

¢ pre-Kindergarten and.kindergarten instruction,
* the Title I -Reading Improvement Pfogram (TRIP),
the Parental Involvement Component, ’ .

* the school-wide projects at Allison amd hegﬁer, and

.
! Rainbow Kits, ’ I
. ..

‘Whenever possible, longitudinal examination or tracking of students in the
_program will be gonducted, Y . N .
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The following&Anstin Endependent School District staff‘members are
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Assistant Superintendenf of Elementary Education .
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i . . "
Timy Baranoff, Ph.D. ' . -
Director of Elementary School Curriculum A
Hermelinda Rodriguez ’ _ . .
Director of Eiementary School Management . ' ’
: f £ '
. (\
-Lee Laws ’ ] Q
Director, Federal and State Applications and' Compliance
LY
Oscar Cantu ° : - & "
Title I/TitLe I Migrant Administrator \ ’ 3
] o
Kathryn Stone
Instructional Coordinator for Title T’ ~
Ann Neeley .
Instructional Coordinator for Title I
Alicia Martinez
Instructional Coordinator for: Title I
’

Eva Barone- ' ) . . . : .
Caordinator for Parental Involvement ’ ' ¢

« ' i -

+ Allie Langdon . { , ) 7
Title I Instructional Administrator ’ o
Anita Uphaus = ' ‘ o
Instructional Coordinator for Primary Education . .
- . ’ . , .
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The ESEA Title I Program in the Austin Independent School District is.
a continuing program supported by funds from the Education Department ¢
under the Elementary and Secondary Education Act. The purpose of

ESEA Title I is to provide for'the learning needs of educationally
* disadvantaged students in school attendance areas having high concen-
trations of children from.low-income families. It is intended to
provide supplemental assistance over and above the.regular school
program. . s

1

Pattioipation of schools in the Title I program is determined by both

economic and educational criteria. Schools which have a _higher con-

centration pof low-income families than the district average.are eligible

to receive Title I sepvices. -Standardized test results and other

available information are used. to determine which grade levels to serve,

which: schools to serve and how many students to serve-at each school.

Participants are identified by ranking the students at each grade in a , .

school and selecting those with the greatest 'need., ‘; ‘

Reading Component: Title 1 Reading Improvement Program (TRIP)

The main objective of this instructional component is %o improve Title I
students' reading skills. The specific Reading Component outcome objec-
tives can be found in the Information Qeeds section of this design.
4 .

The Title I Reading Improvement Program is supplementary to and coordi-
nated with the Austin Independent School District's basic reading program.
Its primary purposg 18 to provide additional assistance to students
deficient in oral language and/or reading skills. During the 1980-81
school year, Title I services will be provided to elibible students in ” 7
the following schools :

.- N - )
‘ , Allan Oak Springs
3 Blackshear * Ortega .
Brooke Pecan Springs
) Brown Ridgetop
N Campbell - Rosedale .
s Dawson Rosewood - .
Govalle Sanchez T A
Harris : Sima . .
Linder Travis Heights
Langford ' Walnut Creek
Maplewood Winn
= o Metz - .. Wooten' -
Norman ' Zavala A -

* * ) .
The recently developed Austin Independent School District Elementary Reading/
Language Arts Position Paper outlines three aspects of the reading pro-
gram: basic gkills, developmental reading, and application. Title I will.
supplement the AISD program with activities in the following areas:




.

- v "
I e Basic Skills . Oral Language Development . =
\\\ . English as a Second Language
Vocabulary Development <
Word Attack Skills
« - : ) Comprehension

. -

* Developmental\Reading: . Supplementary Basal Actiuities
Teacher-Made and Commercial Basal-’

: , Related Activities . A

"o Application: . . Oral Language
‘ ‘ \ Children's Literature
Creative Writing
Content Area Reading
0y / -
The 26 Title I schools will employ classroom~based and "pull-out” in-
‘gtructional approaches. Where space and instructional conditions permit,
Title, I teachers will provide instruction in the regular classrooms. In
other situations, sqrvices will be provided in the Title I Reading Centers
or other’ specified areas reserved for Title I- teachers. -
Servicesr will be rendered daily in instructional periods of 30 to 60
minutes. Instruction will be delivered in groups not to exceed eight
per teacher., . X T
Schoolwide Projects: Allison and Becker ' {Vﬂl
- > - 3 ;
Traditionally, the Title I legislarion ‘has required. that instruction
funded by Title I .m#ist be supplemental; i.e., Title I instruction should
be distinct from regular instruction and should not supplant' instruction
. provided with state and local funds. The new Title I legislation, however,
.allows the development of a new kind of Title I program, a school&idg/pro—
ject, when at least 75% of the students residing within an attendance area
are from low-income families,. In a schoolwide project, Title I funds are
combined with local funds to lower the pupil/Ceacher ratio, and Title L
instruction ds.no longer distinguishable from regular ihsttuction. INB RN
students in the school are considered to be served by Title I, This year
AISD will have schoolwide projects at Allison and Becker for the second

year. ’ . ' B

Early Childhood Education Program: Language Development Through Sensoty
and Visual Experience‘ ' 7 T . :

Ihe Early Childhood Program which is a full -day prekindergarten program
designed for lew-SES four-year-old children will provide cognitive and
affective preschool instruction. The emphasiq will be on oral lagkuage
developmént, concept development, and the acquisition of.problem solving
gkills. Campuses “participating in this program are Allan, Brown (2 units),
Maplewood, Norman, Ortega, Ridgetop,*Rosewood, and Sims. The units at
Allan and Ridgetop are funded half aqut of Title’I ang half out of Title

1 Migrant.. ) LY :

.
¥ x,

" v
- ’
2
r .
. » [}
. i

., S -‘ 9

—




0 -
E% 7 . - ‘. ¥ g " , L,
[N . ) o ' . , L . . L ’ "
. ' 81&29 P . - . 3 , ] - . - ' ."‘
» N . . . . . o v
Y * h} R N . . * 5
' - % . A -, /\ - . T ’ ' 4
" e L J ot ¥ is a )
‘ ] N 5 Co ’//. ) , . ' ‘ *
. dParentalglnvolvement, Loy . ' . .
< . . ‘ ' ¢ ' M : .
. Ar( 3 M - ~

The obJectives of this component are to 1ncrease parental support for the

* . Title,& program and to elicit parental advice in the planning and im~ //
. plementation of the.prdgram. -Parental advice,is obtained through Parent /
y Adviséry Gbuncils' (PAC'g). A PAC will be established at.each campus with "
’ ;a Title I program., In addition, a Districtwide PAC composed of representa-
_ tives from local PAC's will‘be aestablisthed. :
The other thrust '1s to obtain parental support by provlding them with -
training in ways they can help their children improve thelr school per— ,
formance. C, . . s .
Each school designates a- campus contact person for parental invélvement. '
. Each campus also chooses qne of three options for gaining assistance in ’
esta@lishi&g PAC's. They may choose to use.the Title I/Tigle I Migrant .
Parental Involvement _Specialist, the school's Title I “Reading Coordinator, -
or the school s own staff - .. 2 L
N . . i R - AN
A ‘ggnpublic/Neglecﬁed and Delinquent Component - ’ - .
- ’ : - T
N , Title I, Programs have been funded for the following nonpublic schools or .
1nstitu§ions’for negleCted and delirquent children. ) s
v ‘s -St. Austin Schpol a . L ’ - . o }
St. Ignatius Martyr S hool T ’ " : . .
I - St, Mary's Catnedral %ghool T . . : oK
.+ - Junior Helping Hand Hohé for Children LY
o Middle Earth Spectrum o . A
w s . .Salado House f . ’
T ‘Settlément Club Home .
,ﬁ' Tigle L readﬁng teachers, ‘aides, or materlals atre provided for each campus . '
(‘to serve the designated students in the areas of reading and/or math.
4 Middle Earth Bpectrum will receive only materials for 1981-82,
L . LI ‘ .
' ‘ L . -
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The evaluation of the Austin Title I Progr\/jferves a number of purposes.

"4

N

Q.- Té provide info on to program staff ﬁor use in planning and.
’ impLementing the program;* - . . BN -
b. To provide information to District administratorsgathe Board of~
» Trustees, and the public concerning the succéss of the prpgram,

f T (' > v,
c. To provide evaluation staff with information necessary for the
planning and implementation of subsequent Title 1 evaluatiOn‘
-~ . T

The information needs related to these purposes are met by the collection
d analysis of needs assessment, implementation, ahd. outcqme data.
Needs assegsment information ‘1s provided on- both aiﬁad oc basis as
questions arise and in formal Ways through the publication of a needs
asseSsmgnt document, BN . TN )
',, - NG - .c
On-going avdluation of the implemedtation of,program componen;s is ac*
tomplished through classrdom obserwations, interviews, and the collection
of information about whom the prggram is serving. .

A,

Outcome evaluation through the use of ‘standardized instruments will measure
the student outcomes produced by* the project activities. i

b A\ Lot
The following reports will be prepared by Title I Evaﬁhation this year v

o Title I Final Evaluation Report - :, ¢ L R

3

LY

This report is a 10~15 page.summary of findings of the Title f Pro-
R gram, " It iseincluded in_the ORE Evaluation;%?ndings Volume.

~

ey

e Title I Final -Technical Report'% - ) .

i LY
? [

. M ] . L d - .

This report presents the technical information relevant to éach.

instrument..or information source used iIn the evaluation.
S€aff assigned to carry out the evaluation activities discussed above
and described in this document consists of an ‘evaluator, one half-tjime
"+ evaluation intern, one evaluation assiségnt, a data analyst and a secretary.

~ N . * e . ~ T , \
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| DECISION QUESTI&)NS ADDRESSED
' e O

LV

.
- ‘W » O

’ h J

Should the Title I Reading Comﬁonent be 3pdified?

o *

3

Should Title I Schoolwide Projects be continyed, expaghed,‘or

. révisged? If so, how’ . R .
D3. Should the Rainbow Kit Eroject be qontlnued ~mpdified ?

D5,

. Dé.

= discont1nued*~ .

e

[}

>modified, or discont1nued° I1f so, how?
#

Should changes. be made in<the 1nstruct10n,of kinderg
who have participaEed in Early’ Childhood Education P

N
p'

ograms?

_Should °‘the Title I Parental Involvement Component be modified?

1f so, how°' . .

.
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DECISION QUESTION

. -
. . A

- DECISION
DATE

DATE

'NE'EDED\

RELEVA’NT EVALUATION
QUESTIONS & OBJECTIVES

INFORMATION SOURCES

l)l .

* Should the Title I Reading Im-
provement Program be modified?
1f ‘so, how?

Fa ¢
April, 1982 7

-

g

———

Matrch, 1982

e

D1-1.

D1-2,

bDi-13,

-

bDl-4,
.E)A

HT R

~

Were the objectives of the
Title I reading component
 met?

How many studdnts were
served at _each grade in the
fgllowing ip:

’ N

aj, In the classroom onl§,
by, 1in the readlng/center

. only, and -
v. 1n both the clagsroom

. and reading cenfer?

pid

atudents served\in X
the three varlous“”ldtations

(classyoom’, lab,.or both) .

differ In achicvement galns?]-

4
Consldering Instructional
arrangement, was the
participant-to-lhstructor
ratio.equitable across
campuses? .’

How did the“ evement of
Title I stude compare
with that of a comparable
group of iormerly Title 1
‘students who had been In
schools without Title I
for two years? N

’

a.

a.-

a.
b,

a.

: 5

* b

1

lova Testy of bBasic skillg .

Title 1 §grwlce Report s

lowa Tests of Basfc Skills
Title - fervice Report
v ,

.

Title ] Sefvlcé_Report

~

a

lowa Teats of Bastc Skills <

‘ -
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'DECISION QUESTIONS OVERVIEW

Y

67°18

.revised?

DECISION
DATE ~ .

DATE

'NEEDED

RELEVANT EVALUATION
QUESTIONS

& OBJECTIVES

INFORMATION SOURCES

Should Title I sclmululde’pro—
Jects be pontinuqﬂ, expanded or
1f so, how?

»

April 1982

~

-

March, 1982

p1-6.

p2-1.

n2-2.

p2-3.

< . .
Did 1980 At-Home Summer .
Program participants ghow
larger achievement gains

" from April 1981 to Aprfl

1982 than the matched
compar ison groups?

~
.

were the objectives of the

schoolwide projects met?

low did the achievement
gains made by low-achieving
_students (40th percentile or
“below) in the schoolwide
projects compare with the
gains made by low-achieving
students in regular Title T
schools? .
&
How did achlievement gains
made by high-achieving
students (above 40th percen-
tile) in the schoolwide pro-
jects compare with the gains
made by high-achieving
students in regular Title |
schools?

a,

fowa Tests of Basic Skills’

Jowa Tests of Basic Skills

.

Metropolitan Readiness Tests
lowa Tests of Basic skills

Metropolitan Readiness Tests
Jowa Tests of Basic Skills

f

|
e
Gy
L

*a

ke
op




- DECISION QUESTIONS OVERVIEW
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DECISION QUESTION

¢

DECISION
DATE .

DATE

RELEVANT EVALUATION

_NEEDED. |QUESTIONS

& OBJECTIVES

- INFORMATION SOURCES

N

p3. Should the Rainbow Rit project be
&contgnued, modified, or ddascon-
tinued? !

-
'

<

June, 1982

N

a3

June,

.

' D2-4.

1982 b3-1.

D3-2.

How did the achievement
gains of students who had
participated in a shool-
wide project for two years
compare with students who
had been in a regular
Title I school for two year
and participated in Title 1
during one or two years.

8
Did the .achievement gains
of RafinbowgKit participahts
exceed those of nonpartici-
pants in the control group?

. -
]

_ Do Title I atudents who

have participated in Rain~
bow Kita at more than one
grade level show greater
achievenent gains than
students who have particli-
pated in:
a) only one grade level of
Rainbow Kits? .
b) no Rainbow_Kivse?

$

2 S —

a.

N

a.

a.

. B8
lowa Tests of Basic Skills

lowa Tests of Basic Skills

lowa Tests of Basic skills

~

. ‘ERI

PR 7o Provided by ERIC
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: DECISION QUESTIONS OVERVIEW - .
4 , . L r
DECISION QUESTION DECISION BATE - RELEVANT EVALUATION INFORMATION SOURCES
- DATE NEEDED JQUESTIONS & OBJECTIVES . ‘
. - ’
‘. ¢ i /
- P ' : -
D4, Should the Title I Early Childhood | April, 1982 March, 1982 D4-1, Hag the objectivk of the a. Peabody Flctare Vocabulary Test
Education Program be continued, Early Childhéod Education “ . .
modified, or discontinued? If so, o Program met? : . °
how? ) B i
y D4-2, Do former Pre-K participants] a, Iowa Tests of Basic Skills 7
+  score higher than other b, Hetropolitan Readiness Test
students in their schools 'y
(ﬂ - when they reach higher grade ‘
' N levels?
. ] £ 4 -
. N B . ' ¢
D5, Should changes be made in the June, 1982 June, 1982 D5-1, Are there differences be- a, Kindergarten Obseivations .
4 instructlon of kindergarten ° ' tween former pre-K students [ \
1 students who have participated and their regular kinde¥-
. in Farly Childhood Education garten peers¥in the amount
programs? L 2 . . of ‘time they 8ygend in: . .
N o - a) basic instrdction r
- i ‘ b) adult contadt, or
‘¢) time-on-task? . ~ 3
’ * D5-2, What are the {nstructional a, Kindergarten Ohservations
. - ¥ content areas covered by
. ///’ pre-K students and their .
- regular kindergarten peers?
. Y . N , ¢ - - rt ~
D6, Should the Title 1 Parental Involved July, 1981, June, 1981 D6-1. Here the objectives of the a, Districtwide PAC Attendance
ment Component bs modified? 1If so, to o Parental Involvement Com- Form
*  how? 3 ponent met?’ s b, Local PAC Attendance Form
. c, Diastrictwide PAC Agéndas
¢ d. Local PAC Agendas
+ . . -
. -
. / . . 2
t - A *
i (G : .
- . ant ’ p ) 20
’ 1 0 ¢ \} % T * .
* ~ ooy CPY MNLRLE
‘ g 0 .
\ . L ‘ H
N - ﬁ!“i‘ »
0 L. g » p
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. DECISION QUESTIONS OVERVIEW

'\ E

- DECISION QUESTION DECISION DATE *{- RELEVANT EVALUATION . INFORMARION SOURCES
B - DATE NEEDED .|QUESTIONS & OBJECTIVES ©
- . 1 SES— ]
1 . .
N~ ' D6—2‘ﬁ*md attendance at Pistrict- | a. pistrictwide PAC Attendance
. s . wide and Local PAC meetings {Fornm
» * improve over the 1980-81 b, Local PAC Attendance Form
T school year?
+
3 i p6-3. liow many pistrictwide and a. Districtwide PAC Attendance
Local PAC medtings were Form
held between July 1, 1981, b, Local PAC Attendance Form
\ . . tand Jude 30, 19827
' e ) | pe-4- How would parents prefer to a." Parert Survey
B ’ be involved in PAC's in ,
: + future years? (What would
,f p they like to have included N
! - . on PAC agendas, for exam— >
ple®s N .
- v ) ' .
" ' 3 ,
» ' -
' 71
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. INFORMATION NEEDS
Needs;Assessmentx‘ . ' . @

. ( . . |
I1. What percentage of the students residing in’each Title I attendance
. aréa are from low-income families? . A

I2. How similar are the results when the schools are ranked for Title I
.eligibility in the’ various ways pogsible under the Title I regulations°

I3. How many students in each school scored below selected percentile
poinpe-on the MRT add ITBS.

I

I4. How many students would be eligible for Title I services for variots
combinations of criteria for -campus and student eligibility?-

.

Annual Program Documentation

I5., How many students were served by Title I at each grade in public and
nonpublic schools?

I6. How many students were served in N&D institutions?

17. Were the objectives of the Title I Program met? (see below) *

- . .
N ) Lt
[V

Title I'Reading Improvement Program

- -

a, Upon completion ¢f the 1981-82" school year, students in the Reading
program in kindergarten will make the following gains as measured
by the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills (Language) administered .in English:

17, will gain 10 percentile points or more, . ‘ M
will giin 7-9 percentile points, . )
Z will g€in 4-6 percentile points, O n
13 will gain_1- 3 percentile points,” i

56 will show normal gain or:less for students at. the same level. .

b. Upon completion of the 1981-82 school _year, students in the Titfebif
Reading program in grade 1 will score as follows on the April, 19
administration of the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills (Average Reading Grade

gguivalen t). ’ . ) *

i

score at a grade equivalent of 1.9 or. above.

gcore between grade equivalents of L. 7and 1.8.

.score betweén grade equivdlents of 1.4 and 1.6.
21% score between grade equivalents of 1.1 and l.3.
36% will score at a grade~e9uivalentvof 1.0 or lower,

#3




‘t = . - B o . .

T _' - . " -~ ! e

- . *

p . g . . oo . X o

N , ™ N
¢ 81.29 . :
4 ¢ —_ N = - * . ’
- * 1]

e ‘ : S o . . L
» . k .d - . 4 . . . . !.

v 7 7/¢+ . Upon completidn of the 1981-82 school year,. students in the Title I
Reading program in-® grade 2 will make the following gains as mdasured
by the Tova“ Tests of Basic Skills (Reading Total) )

i 19% will gain 10, percentile points or mbre. o * ﬂ; ‘.

‘ 4% will gain 7-9 percentile._ point}f o

: . Sk will gain 4~6 percentile points. . N
™ T 6% will gain 1-3!percentile points. ’ :

667 will Show normal gain or leSS for students at the same level

d. Upgn completion of the 1981- 82 school year, ‘students ip the Title I
_Bfading program in grade 3 will make ‘the following gains. as measured
y thq Iowa Tests of Basic Skills (Reading Total):

l

3% will gain 10 percentile points or more . . RN

.1% will gain 7-9 percentile points. : :

11% will gain 4-6 percentile points.

v 13% - will gain 1-3 percentile points.
- _38% ,will sggw normal.gain‘or less for stugents at the same level,

L 3

LF 3

e. Upon cqmpletion of the 1981-82 school year, students in the Title 1
“Reading program in grade 4 will make thg following gains, as measured
by the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills (Reading Total):

&
L7Z will gain 10 percentile points . or more, <
7% will gain 7-9 percentile points,
7% will gain 4-6 percentile points.,
_13% _will gain 1-3 percentile points,
562%

will show normal gain or less for students at tRi‘same level.

f. Upon completion of the 1981-82 school year,=students in the Title I
Reading’ program in grade 5 will make the following gains as measured
" by the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills (Readi_gﬁ‘l‘otal)~

A ~
247 “will gain 10 percentile points or more.
' 7% will gain 7-9 percentile ppints. ‘
117 will gain 4-6 percentile points,
16%  will gain 1-3 percentile points.- k\
42% will show normal gain or less for students at the same levell

g. Upon completion of the 1981-82 school year, students in the Title Iy
.~ Reading progeam in grade 6 will make the following gains as measuxed
by the Iowa Tests ‘of Basic Skills (Reading Total):

21%  will gain 10 percentile,points or more.

8% will gain 7-9 percentilé points,

137  will gain 4-6 percentile points,

12%. will gain 1-3 percentile points. .

467% will showsnormal gain or less for students af the same level,

-

i




‘Schoolwide Projects- s - ; T R -

[

‘a. Upon completion of the 1981-82 school year, students in the Title I
"schoolwide project at Allison in kindergarten will make the following ~
, 8ains as measured hy the Iowa Tests of-Basic Skills. :

]

29 will gain 10 percentile points or more, .
will -gain 7-9 percentile points, '

will gain 4-6 percéntile points.

. will gain 1-3 percentile points, :

. 54 will show normal gain or less for students at the same level, e

i~|~o|

(e}

|

b. Upon completiofrof the 1981-82 school year, students in the Title I
schoolwide pfoject at Allison in grade 1 will score as fol%%ws on :
the April, 1981, administration of the Iowa Tests of Basic SklllS
(Average Reading Grade Equivalent)

27% ~ill score at a grade equ1valent of 1.9 or able,

. _12%7 will scowe between grade¢ equivalents of 1.7 and 1.8.

_AL16% will score between grade equivalents of 1.4 and 1,6.

18% will score between grade equivalents of 1.1 and 1.3.

_27%  will score at a grade equivalent of 1.0 or lower.

c. Upon completion of the 1981-82 schogl year, students in the Title I
schoolwide project at -Allison in grade_2 will make the following
gains as measured by the Iowa Tests of Basic, Skills (Re%ginngotal).

29% w1ll gain 10 percentile points or more.: Vi -
9% will gain 7-9 percentile points. ’

2% will gaip 4-6 percentile poirts, .

6% will gain 1-3 percentile points.. x
54% will show normal gain or less for students at the same level.

d. 'Upon completion of the l981€§% school year, students in the Title I,
schoolwide préject at Allispn in grade_3 will make the following
gains ds measured by the Iowa Testq of Basic Skills (Rea&ing,Total)

N

&

¢

38% will gain 10 percentile points or more.

will gain 6-9 percentile points.

[
e

12% will gain 4-6 percentilé pointd.
9% will gain 1-3 percentile points,
29% will show normal gain or less for students at the same level,
e. Upon completion of the l981482 school year, students in the Title I

schoolwide project at Becker din kindergarten will make the following -
gains as measured by the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills.

16 - will gain '10 percentile points or more.

14 wiil gain 6-9 percentile points.

will gain 4-6 percentile points. .
will gain 1-3 pertentile points.

will show normal gain or less for students at the same level.

|
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f. Upon completion of the 1981-82 gchool | year, students in the Title I | " ,y
schoolwide project at Becker in grade 1 will stcore as follows on , -
he April, 1981, administration of the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills.
(Average Reading Grade Ezuivalent):
= / .

64%  will score atra grade equivaiént of 1.9 or above,
5/ will score between grade equivalents of 1.7 and 1.8,

will score between grade equivalents of 1.4 and 1.6. . 1//’7\\<fj‘
4,

[
[
e

4
3

e

will score between grade equivalents of 1.1 and 1.3.
will score at a grade equivalent of 1.0 or lower

(=

>

g Upon completion of the 1921-82 schpol year, students in the Title I
schoolwide project at Becker in grade 2 will make the following |
gains as measured by the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills ‘(Readin® Total):

20% will gain 10 percentile points or more. J
will gajn 6-9 percentile points. ' .

w
£

9% will gain 4-7 percentile points.
1% will gain 1-3 percentile points. 'j
67% will show normal gain.,or less for students at the same lével,

F 4

=2

. Upon completion of the 1981-82 school year, students in the Title I
schoolwide project at Becker in grade }_will make the following
gains as measured by the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills (Average Reading
Grade Equivalent):

AN \

21% will gain 10 percentile points or more. oL

6% will gain 6-9 percentile points. - A o ®

25% will gain 4-7 percentile ppints.

12% will gain 1-3 perceantile points. )

36Z will show nowmal :gain or less for students at the same level, )

4

i. Upon completion of the;1981-82 school year, students in the Title I

schoolwide project at Becker in grade 4 will make the following -;

gaing as measured by the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills QReading Total): ¢
16% will gain 10 percentile points or more. ' v b///( ’ .
14% will gain 7-9 percentile points. ~ ) .
147 will gain 4-6 percep;ifé/ioints. . » ¢
* 7% will gain 1-3 percentile points, .
48% will show normal gain or less for students at the same level.
>
. Upon completion of the 1981-82 schooI.year{ students in the Title I

schoolwide project at Becker in grade 5 will make the following
gains as méasudegd by the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills (Reading Total):

467 will gain 10 percentile points or more,

- 5% will gain 6-9 percantile points, ’

16% will gain 4- 6 percentile points. :
3% will gain 1-3 percentile points

30% _will show normal gain or less for students at the same level

5§
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Upon completion of the 1981-82 sghool year, stu
schoolwide projeet at Becker in grade 6 will make
gains.gs méasured by the Iowa Test's of Basic Skills
. 4 . w .

k.

will gain 10 percentile points or more.

27%
5% will gain 7-9 pereengile points. ° s <
132 will gain 4-6 pércentile points. ¥ . s

7% _ will gain 1-3 percentile points,
27% will show normal gain of less for students at the same lev@i

.

Early Childhood v

‘.

-

Upon compietioﬁ of the 1981;82 school year, studénts in the Early
Childhood program in prekindergarten will make the following gains
‘as measured by the Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test:

a.

25% will gain more than 20-standard score points,

_22% ‘will gain 11-20. stapdard scori“;%}nts.
“14%

will gain 6-10 startdard score ts. v
7% - will gainT1=5 standard score points, ”
327 will.show normal gain or less for students of the same level,
‘\"A - B } N

\/t//l/ "
Parental Involvement ) ’
® A minimum _of one parent training session for the
Districtw§§§ PAC members will be held during the
1981-82 school year. It may be in conjunction
with the Districtwide PAC meetings.

.

"be held by the Title'.I and ¥itde I.Migrant in-
structional coordinators for the community repre-
' sentatives and/or the.campus PAC contact persons.

‘.(A minimum of two $®aff dev¥®lopment sessions will

e A minimum of one parent' training session will be
held on each Title I -‘campus during the 1981-82
school year., It may be held in conjunction with~
the local PAC meeting. : )
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INFORMATION NEED DATE INFORMATION SOURCES
. ' NEEDED .
Il. What percentége of the students residing 3-1-82 a. Student Master File
in each Title I attendanceiarea are b. District Free Lunch Records
from low-income families? } c. Income ¥nformation for District Special Programs
] d. District Dropdut File
e. Income Information for Dropouts
. f. Attendante Information from Nonpublic Schools and
y N&D Institutions
g% Income Information from Nonpublic Schools and
" N&D In?titutions
1Z. How similar are the results when the 3-1-82 a., Page 3 Sources
schools are rdnked for Title I eligibil- b. Metropolitan Readiness Tests
- ity in each way possible under the c. Iowa Tests of Basic Skills
~ Title I regulations? '
. . ) * N - -
L3 How many students in each schdpl scored 3-1-82 a, Metropolitan Readiness Tests
"\ below selected percentile points on ' . b. Iowa Tests of Basic Skills
he MRT and ITBS? . : :
J4, How many students would be eligible for 3-1-82 - a, Metropolitaﬁ Readiness Tests
Title 'I services for various combina- - bs 1Ibwa Tests+of Basic Skills
! tions of criteria for campus and ) - ¢, Page 3 Sources
student eligibility? ' -
‘ .
15, How many students were served by Title I 7-1-82 a, Title 1 Service Report
: at each grade’ in public and nonpublic s ' b. Nonpublie School Nine Week Report )
schools?: ¢, Pre-K Enrollment Form ~
. o ‘ //\
I6. How many .students were served in N&D 7-1-82 a, N&D Nine Week Reports : -
institutions? o ’ X
3 . * - 5
17, Were the objectives of the Title ' I 7-1-82 a, Metropolitan Readipess Tests
program ment? N b. Iowa Tests of Basic Skills
. 2R

ERIC
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INFORMATION DISSEMINATION | BATE PERSONS
e FORMAT i RECEIVING
Evald;gion findings .for 1980-81 grief Brochuré 8-81 ] For general dis-
: . tribution:
Parents,
Teachers,
oo s Principals, .
Program staff,,
Administratifn, A
TEA, .
etc.
Evaluation findings for 1980-81 Presentation 9-81 Title I Teachers
Title I/Migrant
PAC '
“Evaluation degign for 1981-82 Evaluation Designg 9-30-81 Progrém staff,
; h Administrators
i - 3
Needs assessment information Needs Assessment 2-82 State and Federal
Document : ' Applications and’
- Compliance
Evaluation findings for 1981-82 | Final Report 6~30-82 AISD .
o ’ Technical Report} - -
3 ¢
. . ~
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. INFORMATION POPULATION EVAL.QUES.| DATE: ANALYSIS | REMARKS
SOURCE -, : REFERENCED| COLLECTED |  TECHNIQUES
- " . - * T, ‘ 4
¢ 1. Peabody Picture ’ All Early €hildhood par- D4-] Ogtober, 1981 Frequency countas,
Vocnbulary?‘eét, ticipants. April, 1982 ﬂ Degscriptive statistics,
e . . Ps Analysis of covariance. ‘ . .
i . ' - ’ - '
2. Hetropolitan Readiness All st graders\ln Title D2-2, D2-3, September 198) Frequency counts. .
Tests. I schools, ~~— D4-2, 1-2, 1I-3, Analysi{s of covariance, , Pl
. =47 1-7 - ..
: ‘ ) ’ _ ) .
3. lowa Tests of Baglc 1. All students in grades bi-1, bD1-3, April, 1981 Freqqency counts, 4 . #/
Skilla. o .- K-8, 1981-82, D1-5, D1-6, April, 1982 escriptive atatistica.
. * D2-1, p2-2, alysis of covariance. .
. \ 2. ALl Title T partici- p2-3, D2-4, . v
0 . . - pants, 1980-81, p3-1, p3-2, - ’
Ve . D3-3, D4-2, 1-2, , R .
[ A 1-2, 1-3, 1-4, ) 1
) 1-7. ) . ) i -
i K - . . N v
: 4. Kindergarten Observa- A sample of former Pre-K D5-1, b5-2 October, '1981 F'requency counts., . .
tions students and a sample of through Descriptive statistics. N
regular K gtudents in T{tl¢ , May, 1982 X N
<I and non-Title I schools. - ) . b ’
. A . .
5. Pre-K Enrollmerk Form Stuhnts enrolled in Title Fall and Spging, Counts. -, »
) . I pregK program, 1981, 1982 ° . . .
. “ . . A 3 . -
- . . -
: - / . ’
- " -~ ﬂJ M ’ ’ J
- N - »
. . - ) d .
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~_ INFORMATION , SOURCES

"INFORMATION

SOURCE ,

POPULATION

EVAL. QUES,
REFERENCED

DATE

COLLECTED

" ANALYSIS
TECHNIQUES

.

Title 1 Service Report,

’

3

Student Master File.
District Dropout File.

District Pree Lunch
Records,

Income Information for
District Speical Pro-
grams,

Income Information for
Dropouts,

Attendance Information
from ‘Honpublic schooks
which report enroll-_
ment to AISD.

Income Information grgm
Nanpublic Schools and
N&D lns;itutlona.

}age 3 Sourcesy, .

Nonpublic and N&D
Nine-Week Reports,

i
%

Title I gtudents in all
schools,

A1l students in AISD.
All dropouts from AISD.

All studgnts fn “regular"
ALSD schools, %

ALl students in Al4)
special programs,

All dropouts currently
regsident {n AISD,

~ .
Students attending nonpub-
lic schools which report
enrollment to AISD

. »

Students attending nonpub-
lic and N&D institutions,

All AISD_schools

Students served by Title I
is nonpublic and H&D fn-
stitutions.

»

b1-2, pi-4, 1-%

I-1 /

I-1

Fall and Spring

.Qngo ing

Ongoing

January or
February, 1982

January or
February, 1982

January or
February, 1982

January or
Fsbruary. 1982

Every nine wecks

Frequency counts.
Cross Tabulation.

Counts,
Counts.

Counts.

4
Counts,

Counts.

Counts.

Counts.

Ranking schools by various
,criteria.

Counts, . -

REMARKS
AY
—
t
A
.34
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. | INFORMATION SOURCES |
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INFORMATION- POPULATION EVAL. QUES. DATE ANALYSIS * - BEMARKS
. SOURCE REFERENCED| COLLECTED TECHNIQUESY - ) - )
N . . . Y
T 2 . b
16. Local PAC Attendance Parents attending local Bé-1, p6-2, 4 September, 1981 Counts., .
Form, . ‘ PAC meetings, D6-3, through . .~ )
A \ : * 1 April, 1982 ’ .
17. Local PAC agendas. R/A b6-1 September, 1981 N/A ~
. . . . through -
- April, 1982 .
18, Digtrictwide PAC Parents attending District b6-1, D6-2, ~ September, 1981 Counts, e \
Attengnce Form, wide PAC meetings. D6-3. . through ,
) . . April, 1982 -
. \ - . *
19. Dis!rlctwide PAC R/A . . | D6-1 September, 1981 H/A_ ~
Agendas. * - . through
' : April, 1982 .
20. Parent Survey Parents a}/'l‘itlé I studentd D6-4 November, 1981 Prequet;cy co&ntq. content .
5 R . . . " adalysals, . ; . .
21. Dpistrict Records. | Title I teachers. Student| 1-1 Fall, 1981 < Counts, % ’ .
, . teachers, s * .
s . M B N e ~ -
22, Page 3 of Title 1 R/A 1-2, 1-4 /A Counts, E
Application for 1981-82
1 - ‘)i .
s ¢ b
r ! “
+ - ' —1
e — —
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" _ DATA TO BE COLLECTED IN THE SCHOOLS

A, Students .

Ongoing 1. Tests of Basic Experiences II - Language;
~ . . Metropolitan Readiness Tests, Californta
Achievement Tests: Admindstered to students
_ in Title I schools_who do not have spring
. - 1981 (grades 2-5) or fall 1981 (grade K-1)
test scores. Also administered to students
¢ with possibly invalid test scores.

A\‘ October, 1981 2. Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test: Adpinistered
‘ April, 1982 to Title I Early Childhood Program participants.,
November, 1980, +  Kindergarten Observations: Observatiouslbf a

election of former pre-Kindergarten students

through April, 1981
. d regular kindergarten students.

¥

-~

- * B, Teachers

- ]

Fall, 1981 ' ) 1. Early Childhood Roster: Roster of students
Spring, 1981 - participating in each Title I.Early Chilgdhood
. Program classroomq. 7
. November, 1980, 2, Title I Serviée Report: Completed by Title I
’ and March, 1981 " reading teachers and/or aides.
S ) [
Y
o C, Others
~ Contfinuous 1. Local-and District PAC Agenda: Coflectqd by
3‘;5 . the Title I/Migrant Parental Involvement
Specialist (from campus contact persons for
- " parental involvement). '
- Continuous 2: Local and District PAC AttemdamceForm———— -

‘Signatures of parents attending local or
District PAC meetings. Collected by Title
I Parmental Involvement Specialist from
cambus contact persons for paréntal iqyblvev
ment. 7 ) " ,

* »
a .
.
. . - °
.
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EVALUATION TIME RESOURCES ALLOCATION

~ [o]
| =
N
ol O
ACTIVITY ' DIRECTOR"® INTERN EVALUATOR | PROGRAMMER| EVALUATION | SECRETARY
L ASSISTANT
".-(. '
A. Design i 1 10 3 5
Y " -
B. Information Sources X
1. Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test, 40 5 3 20 z
2, Metropolitan Readiness Tests, 1 10 - - )
3. 1Iowa Tests of Basic Skills. - . 10 8 .35 10 2
4, Kindergarten Observations. 1 20 8 35 100 20
d 5. Title I Service Report., 10 30 10 8
6. Student Master File, o5 25 - 3.
- 7. District Dropout File. .5 5 - 5
W 8, District Free-Lunch Records.. 5. 9 1 2-
9. 1Income Information for District
Special Programs. 1 4 1 2
10, Income Information for Dropouts. 5 2 5 2
11. Attendance Information for Non- _
public Schools and N&D Institu- ¢
T tions, A 1 .- 2 2 | /
12, Income Information ‘from Nonpublic , o
and N&D Institutiqns, ‘ 2 - 5 2
13, Local PAC Attendance Form. 1 - . 2 1
14, Local PAC Agendas. - 1 - L 2 1.
15. Districtwide PAC Attendance Form. 1 - P 3 1L
16. Districtwide PAC Agendas, * 1 = ‘ 3 1
17. District Records, 1 v - 1 1
18. Page 3 of Title I Application for K
1980-81, . 5 , 2 - 5
he
N ) -l
s
- 39
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& - 'EVALUATION TIME RESOURCES ALLOCATION

®
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- . s - o
A ACTIVITY , ) DIRECTOR |NTE'RN EVALUATOR PROGRAMMER | EVALUAT ION | SECRETARY
e : RS s ASSISTANT i
’ . -E’ e- = ] 3 s v "
C. Interm Dissemination e - 4 ’ v \J/ g ’
1. Findings Brochure. . ) - . 3 -— ~ g 4
2, PAC Preséntation, .~ ] . .25 - ' - "2
3. Manual and Materials for Testing | ' . ~ ~ - ]
\,ﬂ Students for Title I eligibility. w25 - -20 - 10 " 10(\
4, Needs Assessment, . ® i 10 5 ! <1 - i
5. Overlap Study, T : ) 2 5 . 1 .
“ : L /'L -
v b, Ad ijoc Anaiyses ) - 2. 10 20 '} LY 10 rn
o P 2. — ’ ﬁ .
E. Final and Technical Reports.  * | 5 20 = | s2.25° -~ 40 65
F. Other Dissemination. . ‘ C 3 .10 5 5 10 15
G. "-Administrative and Ofher Indirect | " © ‘ :
" ' Costs.- . ) 15 PrE5, |, 55 . 10 T 20 " F 60 1 .
H.._TOTAL y -27.25 15 230 . 230 261 230
T : . "~ ) . \ ~ -
. -y = d . 4 i - * v . > R
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